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HOW TO CONCEIVE VILLAGE AS A UNIT OF INVESTIGATION 
INTO PROCESS OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT? 

G.P. Mishra 

An understanding of the process of development or under- 
development at the village level is needed for formulating a 
theory of policy for rural development. But the question is 
how to understand the process of development in villages when 
they are diverse in character and dissimilar in size and com- 
position. An answer to this question may be sought if more 
and more village studies are conducted at the grass-root 
level. But how to conduct village studies for understanding 
the development process is another question to be resolved. 

The task may be easier if both, village and development are 
simultaneously conceived in the study as a unit of investi- 
gation into the process of rural development. Thus the purpose 
of this paper is to show how village should be conceived in 
its study as a unit of investigation into the process of deve- 
lopment. This will help not only in understanding the process 
of development at the village level but also in formulating 
a theory of policy for rural development. In view of this 
idea, the following are discussed in this paper s village 
studies and their weaknesses, concept of development, and ■ 
the conception of village as a unit of study in rural develop- 


ment. 
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I. Village Studies and Their Weaknesses 


The village studies conducted so far are either *fact~ 

-1 

finding* or 'problem-orientedl Thus they are either the 
sources of information and data or the studies concerned with 
the analysis of gaps which exist between development programmes 
and their performance at the grass-root level. In this way, 
they point out the problems confronting to the development of 
villages or they present a partial view about the state of 
underdevelopment which exists there. And so, they provide some 
insights into the study of the problems of development and 
underdevelopment prevailing in villages at a given point of 
time. But such village studies do not explain the process of 
development in villages as an integrated part of the spatio- 
social process of development operating in the rural society 
or economy as a whole. 

The methodological debates among social scientists over 
the issue of how to conduct village studies as the units of 
investigation into the process of rural devel®pment have 
deviated them from investing villages as integral parts of 
the rural society which exists as a spatio-social aggregate. 
Social Anthropologists charge Economists for their model- 
building technocracy which makes them alien to comprehend the 
life style of village society. Hence they doubt Economists ^ 
in comprehending the realities of village life style, as 
;hey cannot be quantified and formulised in the form of models:. 
For comprehending the process of development or underdevelop- 


inent, what is needed most is observation as well as intros- 
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pection. That is why Social Anthropologists lay stress on 
the method of participant observation without which one inte- 
rested in village studies may live an ivory tower. Economists 
blame Social Anthropologists for using the method of partici- 
pant observation to study villages as isolates. And so, their 
studies based on the participant observation method are alleged 
to be closed and limited to castes, communities, families, 
traditions and culture. Whether village studies are based 
on the social anthropological methodology or on the sophisti- 
cation of the model-building technocracy of economists, both 
of them use their own ’rackets' to shuttle the cock and play 
the game accordingly. 

In village studies, what matters most is not the methodo- 
logical consideration but the conceptualisation of village in ' 
the process of rural development. Both, Social Anthropologists 
and Economists make charges and counter-charges against each 
other on the methodological issue of how to conduct village 
studies in the fields and so they are least bothered about 
the question of how to conceive village as a unit of investi- 
gation into the process' of rural development. Perhaps, , 
economists are not bothered about this basic issues because 
of their faith in neo-classical paradigm; and Social Anthro- 
pologists have shown the least concern about the same because 
of the notion of 'encapsulation' of the villages or small 
groups normally studied by them within the 'wider economy' or 
by 'the State'. To quote John Karri ss ; "The effect of this 
is to abstract both ' village ' (where this is the main unit of 
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study) and 'State’ from reality and are not simply 'encapsulated 

by it. The possibility that changes within villages could 

also bring about changes in the State - that village and state 

are joined in a dialectical unit - is ignored in the notion of 

2 

encapsulation.” 

Thus the notion of 'encapsulation' of villages within the 
wider economy and the faith in neo-classical paradigm respecti- 
vely make them (Social Anthropologists and Economists) lose the 
sight of conceiving village as an integral part of aggregative 
spatio-social structure and so they fail to comprehend the 
process of development in villages as an integrated part of 

I 

spatio-social process of development which operates in the 
rural economy as a whole, 

II. Concept of Development 

Growth and development may be two different, terms but : 
conceptually they are inseparable and inextricabley as they 
possess a character of unity in the history of social existence 
and development. The history of social evolution and develop- 
ment which underlines material production and material repro- 
duction process respectively as the starting point of social 
existence and social development, show growth in material : i 
production as the essential condition for the development of 

all types of societies. Hence assuming social development as a 

of ■" , '■■■■' ■ 

functibn^the social process of increase; in production, the : 
concept of growth j is useful for nonceptualising the term, 
economic development. 





The concept of growth as the process of Increase in 
material production has three dimensions ; space, society 
and time (i.e. history). The^spatial dimension of growth 
refers to geographical territory of a country or to geographi- 
cal area of a region within a country wherein growth takes 
place. The societal dimension of growth implies growth in 
relation to the society that exists in a space. The . time 
dimension of growth means the periodisation of history of 
development in the context of society-in-space. Thus the 
spatial and social dimensions of growth form a unity of 
existence through history or time, and so its historical 
dimension unfolds how society-in- space develops through the 
process of growth in material production resulting from 
different branches of production. Hence the concept of deve- 
lopment implies spatio-social process of growth whereby output 
is produced and increases over a period of time. 


Given this unity of existence, the spatio-social process 
of growth depends on the conditions in which output is produced 
and increases over time. The conditions of producing and 
increasing output are set out by the forces and relations of 
production. The use of given production forces characterises 
the techno-organisational form of production and the existing 
production relations show the socio-economic structure of 
production. Production conditions are a conouncture of ;* 

the given forces and relations of production and show that p 
economic development depends on the technical form and socio- 
economic structure of production. Thus economic development : 







as a spatio-social process of growth in material production 
depends on the development of productive forces and the rela- 
tions of different groups of people to using the forces of 
production in the process of material production. In other 
words, the process of development should be conceived in terms of 
a spatio-social process of growth in material production and 
it should emit the forces of production and production relations 
existing in society-in- sp^ce . 

III. Conception of Village in the Study of Development 

How to conceive village as a unit of investigation into 
the process of development depends on two things i concept of 
development and the characterisation of village as the unit of 
rural society. .The concept of development as defined above 
refers to a spatio-social process of growth . in material produ- 
ction, This process, of growth depending on the given conditions 

i 

of production shows the given techno-organisatiorBl form and 
socio-economic structure of production as the main determining 
factors of development. Hence, while investigating village 
as a unit of study in rural development, the techno-organisa- 
tional form and socio-economic structure of production should 
be taken into consideration. The village study based, on these 
forces of development will explain the process of development \ 
which will, in turn, help in understandingthe characteristic 
pattern of relations between the micro and macro processes of 
development in rural economy. In other words, the study ; of the 
village as the , unit of investigation into the process of rural 
development based on these two factors of development will, show ; 




-• 
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the characteristic pattern of relations between micro and macro 
spatio-social processes of development operating within the 
rural economy. 

For conceiving village in the study of development, it 
should not be characterised merely as a micro spatial unit of 
rural settlements or households, having agriculture as the main 
source of occupation and livelihood. It should be defined as 
a unit of the system of social relations in material production. 
The content of the system of social relations in production lies 
in disclosing the 'inter-connectedness’ of social relations 
among the village people in the process of production. The 
characteristic pattern or form of such 'inter-connectedness' 
following from the characteristic form of property relations 
discloses how village settlements or households are inter-depend- 
ent as well as differentiable. Moreover, this characteristic 
pattern of social relations also discloses the level of develop- 
ment as well as the state of underdevelopment in the village. 

Why should the concerned village be characterised in terms 
of a unit of the system of social relations in production? The 
answer to this question is simple but logical and scientific. 

The existing characteristic pattern of social relations in 
production mediates all the characteristics of the village as 
a space and as a society which are generally described separately 
such as, geographical, caste-oriented, religious and tradition- 
bound, cultural characteristics, etc. Take the case of a tribal . 
village or community. "The spontaneously evolved tribal community 
or, if you will, the herd - common ties of blood, language, 
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Let us take another example of the ancient village commu- 
nities where there was a communal landownership and the caste- 
bound oc cup at-ional functions were the basis of the division of; 
labour. ’’The small and extremely ancient Indian communities , Vi 
some of which have continued down to. this day, are based on 
possession in common of the land, on the blending of agriculture 
and handicrafts, and on an unalterable division of labour , , , 




custom, etc. - is the first precondition of the appropriation 
of the objective conditions of life, and of the activity which 
reproduces and gives material expression to, or objectifies 
( verge gens.tandlichenden) it (activity as her dmen, hunters, 
agriculturalists, etc.). The earth is the great laboratory, 
the arsenal which provides both the means and the materials of 
labour, and also the location, the basis of the community. 

Men's relation to it is naive : they regard themselves as its 
communal proprietors, and as those of the community which pro- 
duces and reproduces itself by living labour. In reality 
appropriation by means of labour takes place under these pre- 
conditions, which are not the product of labour but appear as ■ 
its natural or devine preconditions," If the case of shifting 
cultivation is taken into account relating to a tribal village# 
it refers to a form of social relations in agricultural produ- 
ction in which the existing geographical and ecological condi- 
tions of the village are mediated. All this show the tribal 
system of social relations wherein the transformation of natural 
objects into the material conditions for satisfying tribal 
people's needs is a product of the natural process of labour. 
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The chief part of the products is destined for direct use by 
the community itself, and does not take the form of a commodity. 
Hence, production here is independent of that division of labour 
brought about , in Indian society as a whole , by means of the 

A ' 

exchange of commodities.*’ The caste-bound occupational fun- 
ctions of the ancient community formed a structural bondage of 
social relations of personal interdependence which were manifested 
in the Jajmani System. To quote Marx again : "In those of the 
simplest form, the land is tilled in common, and the produce 
divided among the members. At the same time, spinning and 
weaving were carried on in each family as subsidiary industries. 
Side by side, with the masses thus occupied with one and the 
same work, we find the chief inhabitant, who is judge, police 
and tax-gatherer in one 5 the book-keeper who keeps the accounts 
of the tillage and registers everything relating thereto," another 
official, who guards the boundaries against neighbouring communi- 
ties p the water-overseer, who distributes the water from the 
common tanks for irrigationp the Brahmin, who conducts the 
religious services? the schoolmaster, who on the sand teaches 
the children reading the writing? the calander-Brahmin, or 
astrologer, who makes known the lucky or unlucky days for seed- 
time and harvest, and for every other kind of agricultural work? 
a smith, and a carpenter, who make the repair all the agricul- 
tural implements? the potter, who makes all the pottery of the 
Vi the barber, washerman, who washes clothes, the silver- 
smith, hero and there the poet, who in some communities replaces 
the silversmith, in others the. schoolmaster. This dozen of 
individuals is maintained at the expenses of the whole community.*' 








10 


What does all this imply? All this presents a picture about 
the system of social relations in production (as well as in 
distribution) wherein the so-called caste-bound occupations 
present a systematic division of labour and consequently, the 
socio-economic structure of production, viz. organisation for 
production in the village communities. "The simplicity of 
organisation for production in these self-sufficing communities 
that constantly reproduce themselves in the same form, and 
when accidentally destroyed, spring up on the spot and with 
the same name . . In this way, the existence of communal 

ownership in land, caste-oriented occupations and communal mode of 
cooperation disclose the characteristic pattern of social 
relations in production prevailing in the ancient Indian villages. 
The characteristic pattern of social relations in production 
is the characteristic of the stubborn Asiatic mode of production 
which shows not only the reproduction of the material existence 
of individuals but also a definite form of activity of the 
individuals, a definite form of expressing their life, and a 
definite form of life style as the coincidents of their production. 

The conception of village as a unit of investigation into 
the process of development, thus, implies the study of village 
as a unit of investigation into the system of social relations 
in its production or into the existence of relationship between 
man and nature in the given society-in-space. While studying 
the village, the form of relationship between man and nature 
existing therein should not be encapsulated within the economy 
but it should be studied as an. integrated part of an overall 
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relationship or socio-economic structure of production which 
exists in the econom7 as a whole at the point of time. This 
is possible only when the spatial and social dimensions of 
growth in material production are ascertained through the his- 
torical process of social evolution and development. In this 
context, the use of mode of production as a method of inquiry 
IS relevant to village studies. Marx and Engels noted that 
"the mode of production must not be considered simply as being 
the reproduction of the material existence of individuals. 

Rather it is a definite form of activity of these individuals, a 
definite form of expressing their life, a definite form of life 
on their part. As individuals express their life, so they are 
what they are, therefore, coincides with their production, both 
with what they produce and with how they produce.""^ 

The conception of village in the study of rural develop- 
ment, as discussed above, refers to two things ; the study of 
village as an integrated part of the rural society or economy 

and the analysis of the process of development at the village 

of ° 

level as a manifestation/_the process of development in totality. 

For the first, the socio-economic structure of production at 

the village level should be considered along the socio-economic 

structure of production at the aggregative level of the economy, . 

The second aspect of the study lays stress on the consideration 

of the social process of growth in material production (i.e. 

mode of production as its determines the social process of 
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growth) simultaneously at both levels, village as well as 
economy. The village being an integrated part of the rural 
society or economy and its development process being the mani- 
festation of the whole development process of the economy, both 
of them are the coordinates of the total socio-economic structure 
and development process; as the historical dynamics of social 
development and change indicate. Hence the socio-economic 
structure of production in totality should be taken into account. 
The socio-economic structure of production in totality identifies 
the mode of production and so it is useful for understanding 
the social process of rural development at micro and macro 
spatio-social levels. 

As the history of social evolution and development in 
India shows, there may be the following socio-economic stru- 
ctures of production ; Asiatic, feudal, semi-feudal, commercial 

capitalist, emerging dominant capitalist, and pure capitalist 

9 

structures of production. 






r^HiSEwaiKasai'iJiisiiiis 


13 


t" • 


o 

•H 

-P 

O 

P 

'C! 

O 

k 

(H 

O 

s 


o 

3 

!s 

40 

CO 

o 

■H 

B 

O 

PJ 

o 

0 
M 

1 

o 

*H 

o 

o 

CO; 


0 ) 

rH 

Xi 

E^ 


CO 

o 

•ft 

-p 

CO 

•H 

GJ 

-P 

O 

cti 

fl 

cc! 

O 

rH 

Ctj 

O 

o 

H 

O 


.y 

Q> 


+5 

P! -P 
0 ) pH 
S 0 ) 
pH S 

o Ph 
H O 
0) H 

> gj 
w > 

Q ^ 

vi p 

0 0 ) 
X) 

01 P 
P p) 
P 

P TPI 

P P 
S a 


i 

p 

XH 

O 

H 

P 

P 

O 

P 

P 

P 

CO 

p 

>, 

B 

o 

P 

o 

O CO 

W o 

•r 1 

P P 
O CQ 
P 
<U p 
P OJ 
p p 
P o 
p p 
3 P 


H «3 
(XS 0) 
P ‘H 
p c»0 
P O. 
O H 
P O 
w Oh 

p K 

CO Eh 


x! 

O 

•H 

P 

0 ) 


rH O 
CO 3 


m 


-d- 




OJ 


I 

d) 1 P 

p Xi Cti 


ClJ 
-P S 
P 


I 

P 
. S 

P O Qi 
P Op 


P P P P X 
O O P 0 ) (!) 

P -H p X P 

P P P P P P O 

P CO O O X • 

P P P CO p ;i£l p 

tiO O X P -H P O 

P O O O P X P P 

PPP-HPP^P 
CO P PP X -H 0 ) P 

00 ^ S 

X X P P t>, p 0 ) 
P <U X P GJ P M 
p CO HO PHP P 

^ O P P m a H 

^ ftp ftl> OHH 

OSPPOCUP-H 
X-HPPftftP> 


P 

P 

P 

P 

P 


1 P 

S p p 
O O OJ X 
O H P ^ P _ _ 
P P P P P P 
P P P 
P X X 
BSP 
- - ~ P 
o 

p 


I 


i 

•H 


O 


.BP 
P o P 
OOP 
O P 

oo> 

QJ P X) 


P 


I p p X p X 
p o X P o P 
OP -H 
P W 0 ) P P 

-P P OP POP 

P p <H O 
P H PP 
P P P O P 

P P H P O 

S o PX 


box o 
p 

P o 
p p 


p 

p 


P ••• O O P 

o P X X P 

■>•> p p p p p 


p 

OOP 
H p P 
P ft w 


bOP PP'hXH px W)P-^ 


p 

H 

H 


p 


X 


P o 
p 
ftp 


^ 3 
_ cj ^ 

p p p 


"H 


ft p p p 
p 


p a X p p 


• »>p P X 


p 


o P 

X P H O 

HOPS P P 
PXPOPHPP 
p ra X p p -H P 

•H P O P P 

p p p p p 


p 


M 


ra 

H 


p 

ft ft p ^ 

P p X W P 
O ■ 


fi rP 
p p 
•H 
«•. p 
bO P 
P 
P P 

s 


p w P 
ipp P 


0 

1 H pop P X 

p P P P -H ^ ^ P 

HPpH PPPppbOXpX 

ppOP bOppOPoPXP 

COBBO pxxxpHaP> 


P 

O ^ 
■H P 

9 
p p 
•H P 
M P 
•< 1 ; CO 

P 

P 

H 

■e 

p 

p 

•rt 

B 

■c 


X X o 

X P P P •• 

I 1 P W P P m W • 
■H O O p p X P P 

OP oopgopp 
H ftX P C.' P X P P 
Q, PXW-HPPWP 
mpIsp WP PPP> 
POO PP>,6PP 
P >•> O P P ftp 
X ca bOp O -H P w 
pco PPO-Hl>P 
P pX P ftH P-HXX 
Op> ftpopp 

x.opohR^SP p 

P P ft P p TO p P 

p ft •> X p o ra ~ 
•H PhPPXO-HW 
HPOPPP PP 

•H k’H pH P bOP pp 
P'HPP Wppftp 
PPOPPP'HX PR 
PPPPXPPPPP 
COPX Pp ftpO ftp 


X I 
1 P P 
P ? P 

S P § P 

O bO O -H 
O 

pb-irao"- 

o X P P ' 

•H p P o 
P P -H . 

P X ftp X 
•H p o p p a 


H p 

I I p p I 

P PX p 
H H P -H -H 
P P G> P I 
S PP OJ 0 ) 
P P 


I 


bO 
P 

H 

W 0 ) ♦ 

p p p 
o "ov S X 
H >) P 
PPH— rHPX!>, pao 
pOPPXPP .PWPQPO 
H»o*ppi — )p p 

■ H O P O P 


P 

I O O P P 
P P p p O 
ftp ftp 
p P p S 

CO -H P 

PI 

0 0*0 


a 

OO* O 


O 


H O P > 

O P P P X 

OP ""••rj p 


P-HPHHPWXWXXPOP 


OH P O P X 


c ^ ft p p 


Ppp OH PHP 
X P, 


PHrappP:?^ 
PXCh O >. O ft P O a s 
X P o P P P P P O Q 

pp Pp pXpboop 
H a P bOH P p H 
P P P P P H ft t’i'H 
POPXPPP POP 
■HPIPPSOPCHP^^P 

ftio-opo 00 Po 


PHP 
H X 
bO P 


H 

O 


P P X P 

•iH O P P P X 

O P N O 


P O 

PX 

P ftiO-OpOOOPOppOPOP 
O ftH IXPPW SOXpp-H *HH 
•H 'H P rH X -P P P ‘iH P H -P 'H 


P 

P I — I 
a p •* 
X p 
PRO 


PQ CO 


? H X 



0 

XX 

P • 

bO P H 

CO H w r-| 

P 

P 

0 

““ P 0 

a w 

P P 

CO X p 

P 

P 


ppp 

P H 

X ? P 


-PXXP'H WPOHXHO O'--' p X 
PWpXpH 
P^ P P P O O P 
P -H 


b X P 

H -P ftX 

P I — ! 'P O 

•H P H X P 


ft-H O O 

-i -3 P Ci _4 

H p P X.O 
H-PPb 0 O+ 5 OO 
OOP HP 
■ P -H ra O P 
P P P H O 
P H O 
P P H 


P P o CO ftx -P -ppp 


P 

§ 

H -P 
P O 
X P 
p P 
P -P 
ft CO 


X 

m 

•H 

X 

H 

P 

CQ 

I 

P 

ft 

• ' 

CJ 


H P Op 
POX- HP 
b H X 
p P P p ft W 
P P X O ftX B X 
ft O PH- P P 
•H X H -5 H W P 
W P X O P P P P 
10 P H P -rH X o P 
p pox p X o X 






H 

TJ cti 
Ch "H ^ 
ffl O O 

•H 

-p C(_^ 4j 

'H W 
0) +0 'd 
B Sh 'H 

ft cti S » 
o i>, 
H 0 ) CU -P 
0 ) a X! is 
> O -P 
CU to 

-a d 

^ -H 
-P o 
S S>>rH 
CU x; +3 c« 
-p p p 
? CD P 

cti O !> +0 
•P p O cti 
W hOp^ P 


> 

o 

ft 


x; 

40 

'S'g'3 


Xi 


p 

p 


•au 


N a P w ^ o p 

- - “■ p P (U 

P xl X> 

-p a 

>1 


p p p 
o p o 

•H O -H 

cn 43 -p t 3 

P P cd P 

p I — I p p 
^ >, ft « p 

P H p P P 3 

•H P ? p 

»»• a o P 

. p p ft ft ft 
0) H P ft ft O 
p p p PJ p) 
OftCUP<.osPpp 
SfttuOpcuppp 
ft P P PS p 
P P ft P O P p 


a p P 

O O ft 
p ftl p 
O HO 
O P H 
p ft ft p 
pft > 

H I> P *H 
P'H H 

P3 ^ 4J ft _ _ 

P ftpHO OH_P 
p Xi P P 3 ft 

ft ft P x! fciO P P 
O >, ft p P -O 
ft P ? ft •<► 


O P 3 
P ft P 
ft W ft 
t>iH 
"O. P p 


ppftop&owp fciOft o 


•H Q P P P P P ft 
ft P ft P tiO P ft P P 


•H 

P 


WPP 
P P P 
’ ft 


O P 


p fciop a I P 

W 3 p ft CU ft ft P 
CU p H P W H p 

ft a x} p p ft 

P P p w p p >, 

•H 'd'P PPpOP 
WPpPHftpO cuftft 
•H Xl P O P P O Oft P P P 
PftHH PH a ftOXiXiXJ 


P P 

P P 
O X! 0 ) P 


14 


■y 

I <N ro p p 

t H ft w p p 
o p p p -P jp 
ft p p o _ 
o fte o p 
P ft P o 


I 

H I 

P P 


-P x| o 
P -P H 

a H p 

ft p 
O 

ft 


O H w H 

P P 
P P 


O 


ftft a P -p 

ft ft 
P P ft H P 
> W O p P 

•f-| 

w ft ft H X! 

P P O P ft 
p P "H H ^ 

P ft ft P P “ 

P P p ft ft 

a p P 

ft, o p p 
O H P ft 
H P P 
P P P 
> ft (U 


O WU 
H 

P W 

hO CO 

b p p . . 

. , P P o 

m w fciO <Nft ft 

H P 

- P P P H 

p xi-p :2 p 

1>,'H ft ft ;=c: H 
P ft O P 


O 
O ft 
P 

P P 
P O 

•H 

»>ft 

W H 
P 'P 
O P 
O 
O 


W 

CO 

p » 

m o Xi p 

ft o p ft 
P P H P 
P ft H 
CO ftft 


Xl 


O 

P 1 ^ 
bDft ft 
P P 


P H P P O P P 


W 


> >. 
O O 


, H 
•'•H cO 


P 

O 

P ft xl P ft O P P P -H 
PH ft> OftOXiftft 


p p p a 

P '3 ^ P _ 

P P P ft ft ft 
P P Oft p 
O ft H P PH 
O ftft P 
ft P P 

Xl ft O CO O 
P ft ‘H ft P H 
CO O 
■H Xl H P 
■ faO ft 

P p KH O P 
ft O P P P Xl 
p iL| P p ft 
p Xl ft p ft ft -H 
ftft O O W O 15 


ft ft 
•H • 


I 

•H l>v P M 

P P P P 

P P P P ft 

ft TP Xl ft P P H 

OPftOXlftP'P 
P PH pft WH Pft 
P ft P P P O P O 

P Pft •'TP O 

xipftwpdcow 
OH Ed ^ _ 

•P H P P P H P 
PCOppftftftHWO 

P P Tp H ft p p ' 


xl 

ft 


O p P H P P P 
H W P O p TP H 


Xl ft H ft 
ft P H I 
H H O H 


HOP 

p H a 

tiOtP p 


X! I 

ft P ‘ ^ 

? O H 'P P • 

O I p p P p ft 

(4 X! p^ !>, o p P p 

tjo p a H a H H ^ 

CO S P o P -■'Xl P 

O ft P M CO P 

>^■0 o H o p p p a 

BP O O ft 

OOPOPPHHWP 
ft O P ft P P 
P H P O O O 

P W ft P O P ft 
PPPPHPTPP 
ftft p ft ft P<H H 


P O 




P Xl 


p p p^ft b p'P'pHft 




Pd o w p XI 


ispfpapPpoppHppft 


^ ^ 

>, p w p Xl P 

a ft ft 

Q O P P 

p . a XI 


p-jpaxippHa ft 


ft a WD p 

ft ft P PH 

ft d:£l 'P -P 
P O ft H P P H ft 


PPOH ftHPOaoW) 


ft 

• O ft 
P O 

*P.H 

Op ftO OHPftPOHQPO.,., 

P O P P P 

p "ft -P P a 
p w -ft p o p ttO-p o p p 

pftpp-ft'ppppp 
ppoaftpppft 


O p p 


•ftp p -ft 

p xi XI P ft o Xl w -v p o 
ft H O O H ft ■ ' 

H ft ^ ^ b ft Is 

P p pH H O O 


PPG 
P 

ft P 
P 

O P P 
O fdO 
P P 


1 a P p a ft 


^PfPPOPPftP . 
p PWPPC)OOx!l>,OPftPPH 
0 0^0 ftft p O P O -ft ft (P 

H -ft ftft rapppp HHpp 
oftpBft PXlftPoftpPxlP 
OCOXC-ftOHftWa--" 


ftH 
p p 


P !>, 

fi Jft 

o b P ft' ftft ft a 


H 

1 — 1 ft 

P 

P CO p 

H P 

•H -H P 

P P 

0 H P 

P P 

P P ft 

ft, ft 

P ft 0 

10 

a -H p 

•HP 

a ft p 

a p 

0 p ft 

Pft 

0 0 to 

to to 

xi 


w 

« 

•H 

•H 

ft 

p 

•H 

pq 

P 

pq 

1>> , 


H x{ 


P CO 

ft ■ 

P -H 

p 

KJ ft 

■ ‘ift, ' 



I — 1 W 4^ I O I — I I — ( 

oj 4J s:;:l!4 fao to-p xltocdi 
P O-POpjtHSHcdQJooOPP-H 
p cuf:l-H>OT4n:ia)X3SL,.H'apcH 
-PX^tHCD+^O OT3C04J-H 

H-P'HSRJftojcQpcdftO Pcd+J 

o> OqjhSPh cfl as 

•H MH fn cti OJ s cd TP X> »'»tH • 

P W P CU fiO-H p-exOXl CUSPTPOO s 
ilO m -H > ilO O cr'-p fsPxicdpOD 4J+:> 
cdcuTPa)aj-HcuE:l«Hp4-> +3aspp 
CJHTP chWQ) Xi'^aJO-HOf 

X TP 0) «-'H fPSPObOOPaj-H !> 

.HP-HHm-popHO-pS-Hai?HtQ!>,o 
(p>,CdCQPOOO -HP OP-Pft 
X?IPSQja:i Hp^WiP H Q)Fh 
cdXXcr'o-cdo cd(P!pa5!>,>(i)H 
OJObOQO >XQJTpQ)PgSp>ci! 

MCd-HiPfH'HWOJpP-HQJpOOO-H 

mxx fto cdTdocd oPhO 

H -H w 
t>, 03 iP cd 

0) Tp (d 

I tHTPSpTp PSH X 
cdOXOSpOQ) O) -OH Vl !P 

4J-H-P cdSTp «HcdCDOcd 

■HS?X PiP 
ftoo-pm'Hcd-rH'p-H sPsP 

CdPfnl^PO-P Og^HMOCd 

o o w o o a>P ojo cd -H X 
o P-PXPOPW -P^H 

hOCUQJbOO-P -HO ippcdp 
SP H a)?X+^-HTPOO-H 
■H'HX+Jcao-PCdXP-H-H-PCU 
Mocdp SP-H'^PP-t-’-PP'X 
p pXsptJO^-HP cdcd0)p» 

CPiPOJ !P HflOWTPtQIL, 

S O Tp W o «o, 0) Cd CU P -H -H CU iP 

03 -H -H 03 Tp t>, O H -P O P $p tH -H 

-PMOOSPSPP-PO'Cd'HX 

■H P P Pi g O 0) -P -H pi -H -H -H +3 

oooo Pitoa3qHPiTp.H 

•H O i+H «»■ O s P "H R Cd ? 

>,'H ■ !>,OOTPTPpX-P^ 

S'HTP03S030 P 'H4->a3pfH>i 

O W P > O -H »- 'd H O O a 


•H "H 
S H 
O P 
p p> 

•H as 
bO p R 
p p p 
•HOP 
bO o 

? 

P P R 
g : P pi 
W X OD 



16 




■'^iraaieaseisaEiaaiit; 


The above table shows an emergence of capitalism as a 
system-moulding force in the socio-economic structure of pro- 
duction in post-independent rural India. As a result, capitalist 
production relations are emerging in the economy. But the 
appearance of such relations varies region to region within the 
economy and area to area within a givenregion. The inter- 
regional and intra-re gional variations in the emergence of 
capitalist production relations are due to a number of factors 
such as the existence of a large number of family labour-based 
farms! growth of money capital, commerce and trade which holds ■. 
back the process of accumulation and investment! the existence 
of household and village industries based on traditional tech- 
nology and skills! lopsided land auguraenting technological deve- 
lopment in agriculture; restrictive process of rural industria- 
lisation due to the growth of money capital, and promotion of 
traditional technology-cum-skill-based household and village 
industries; the existence of a wide gap of technological develop- , 1 
ment between agriculture and industry; and the existence of ; 
semi-feudal elements in rural areas. As a consequence, the 
process of rural development presents a dual picture s the co- 
existence of development with underdevelopment at both levels : 
inter-regional and intra-regional . Such dual character of rural 
development could be found even at inter-village and intra- 
village levels. 


‘ : All this shows that the village should be conceived as 
an integrated part of the capitalist structure of production 
which is emerging at the aggregative spatio-social level of 


the rural economy. Given the structure of social relations in 
production, the factors causing the persistence of underdevelop” 
ment in the village should be identified. As the above analysis 
indicates, the semi-feudal elements and the characteristic pattern 
of social relations between intermediate social structure and 
agricultural production should be studied in the context of the 
concerned village. In other words, the complex of production, 
market and trade relations should be decomposed for showing how 
they are interrelated or interlocked in the village. 

Lenin's theory of differentiation of peasantry is useful 
to study villages in the context of rural development, Lenin has 
distinguished, between six classes in the countryside? (i) agri- 
cultural proletariat, v/age labourers, (ii) semi-proletariat or 
tiny peasants, (iii) small peasantry, (iv) middle peasant, (v) 
big or rich peasants, (vi) big landowners. The agricultural 
proletariat, wage labourers obtain their livelihood by hiring 
out their labour at capitalist farms. The semi -proletarians or 
tiny peasants operate small pieces of land and hire out their 
family labour for wages at capitalist farms. The small peasantry ^ 
own and , operate small holdings on the basis of their own family 
labour and produce subsistence output. The middle peasants , 
operate medium sized holdings and mostly use their family in 
farm production. They also produce some surplus for converting 
it into capital. There are also certain cases in which they 
also employ hired-in labour. Rich peasants are decidedly capi- 
talist entrepreneurs who employ hired-in labour and they them- 
selves perform manual labour on their farms. There are also 


big landowners who do not cultivate land themselves but lease 
out, and live on rent and usury. They are the descendants of 
the feudal lords or rich financial magnate, or else a mixture 
of both groups of exploiters. , The six-fold classification of 
peasantry by |jenin is based on three coordinates of reference ; 
family/wage labour, subsistence income/ surplus income, and size ■ 
of land holdings. The relative position of these classes in 
the village discloses two things ; how the process of development 
takes place and why underdevelopment persists there. Their 
relative position will show how conditions of proletarianisation 
as well as pauperisation are reproduced in the village economy lead 
ing to the accentuation of artificial poverty in the midst of 
natural poverty. 

The characteristic pattern of relations between intermediate 
structures and production relations should also be considered in 
the study of the village. Interest-bearing capital and 
merchant capital are the main characteristics of the intermediate 
structxares existing in the village. The first grows through the 
process of money lending. If the landlords also function as 
moneylenders, they may pauperise poor peasants and labourers by 
making them bonded to loans which they generally take for con- 
sumption purposes. In this case, the poor . peasants and labourers 
remain exploited leading to pauperisation. If commerce and trade 
grow at a fast rate, there may be an emergence of merchant class. 
The merchant class deals with pxxrchase and sale of comiTiodities 
which leads to the growth of merchant capital. The characteristic 
feature, of merchant capital lies in the circuit of M-C-M I 
That is to say, with, the money (M). they purchase commodities (C) 
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for selling them in the market for more money (M' ) , The 
difference between M and M’ (M>-M) is merchant capital. They 
use this money for hoarding commodities or assets or they expend 
it on luxurious items. In either case, the merchants hold back 
the process of development and create coercive methods to paup- 
erise peasants and labourers. If the growth of merchant capital 
through commerce and trade dominates the commodity economy; the 
whole development process becomes restricted in the village. 

In villages, mostly a lower form of merchant capital is found 
in terms of intermediaries or middlemen. Hence the development 
of the villages. are arrested for a long period of time. The 
artisans, household and other industries also get disintegrated 
under the growth of intermediate structures like merchants, 
intermediaries and middlemen. Hence in villages, the hand-in- 
glove type of social relations between rich peasants or landlords 
and merchants or traders or intermediaries lead to an uneven 
process of development which shows the rich becoming richer and 
the poor becoming poor. In other words, the co-occurrance of 
development and underdevelopment is the characteristic of the 
emerging capitalist structure of production at the micro and 
macro spatio-social levels of the rural economy, though such 
socio-economic structure of production will vary from one region 
to another within the rural economy and from one area to another 
within a given region. ^ 

,IV, Conclusion 

How to conceive village as a unit of study in rural develop-, 
ment depends on the concept of development and the charactrisatipn: 
of village not an isolate but „as an integrated part of the socio- 


economic structure of production which exists in the rural 
economy at a large. The concept of development should not be 
narrow but broad? and so it should be defined as a spatio- 
social process of growth in material production. Assuming this 
conceptual f raemwork of development, the village as a unit of 
investigation into the process of rural development should be 
conceived as an integrated part of the socio-economic structure 
of production in totality. 

The historical evolution of social development in India 
shows how capitalism as a system-moulding force in the socio- 
economic structure of production has emerged in post-independent 
India. The tabular representation of the historically evolved 
socio-economic structures of production points out an emergence 
of the capitalist structure of production in rural India, 

Given this structure, how development and underdevelopment co- 
occur in the economy as a whole is shown in Table 1. 

Conceiving village as an integrated part of the rural ■ 
economy and so of the same structure of production, the following 
should be studied : production relations and the relationship 
between the complex of production relations and intermediate 
social structures. An investigation into these two at the micro 
level will expose why development co-exists with underdevelop- 
ment and what steps should be taken up tb overcome the built-in 
or created resistences to an. overall development of the village 
as a space and as a society, , . . 
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individually or Jointly as a team, with or without inter- 
disciplinary perspective. Broadly speaking, these can be 
classified into two broad categories according to their' 
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